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Problem Area 
Among all forms of government, democracy, it has for quite some time been deemed as 
superior to all others in the 21st century. The idea is not new, quite the contrary. It dates 
back to the city state of Athens, hundreds of years B.C., and was then a topic of 
controversy among influential thinkers such as Plato, Aristotle and Socrates. Even 
though the perception of democracy has changed dramatically, the discussion still 
persists. As a concept democracy is best considered as an ideal, not a mode of 
government, which has been completed according to the theoretical prescriptions (Dahl, 
1989: 131) 
Etymologically speaking, it is a contraction of two words - demos meaning people and 
kratein meaning power. Loosely translated, this is the common understanding of 'the 
rule of the people' (Dahl, 1989: 3; Pitkin, 2004: 2). To make a long story very short this 
is what most people can agree that democracy is - reality is something vastly different.  
One of many interesting aspects of democracy is the concept representation. In essence, 
representation means that one person is responsible for participating in decision-making 
processes on behalf of others – not necessarily, as in most current democracies, 
something which is done with consent. Before its implementation in a democratic mode 
of government, which can be traced back to the American Constitution of 1789, 
representation for most meant something quite opposite of the meaning it has today 
(Pitkin, 2004: 3; Manin, 1997).  
Combined with democracy, “representative democracy” poses an oxymoron. “The rule 
of the people” is exercised by representatives – consequently, the people cannot be the 
rulers (Urbinati, 2004: 1). Skeptics will say that before a discussion of representation, in 
its actuality, can be taken, it must be accepted that representation is intrinsically 
undemocratic – an interesting path, but outside of the scope of this project. Regardless 
of perspective and attitude toward representation, the outcome is hard to discuss. The 
paves that were laid in the late 18th century have been the foundation for what today is 
considered democratic.   
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Following is an outlining of what representative democracy is - but do note that there is 
not a simple, 'cookie cutter' answer to what it is – as a concept democracy is heavily 
contested by opposing opinions. 
"Representative democracy [is] a limited and indirect form of democracy 
based on the selection (usually by election) of those who will rule on behalf 
of the people" (Heywood, 2007: 457) 
In a democracy that can be classified as representative, the electoral process is the only 
democratic inclusion of the people (Pateman, 1970: 14). What the demos actually is a 
matter of opinion. Regardless, the demos will define democracy. The concept and 
definition of suffrage has through the development of democracy been defining the 
'legitimacy' of the democratic value, in its classical Athenian understanding - when 
reviewing democracies in hindsight. To exemplify, a present-day democrat would 
probably not qualify the previously alleged 'foundational democracies' as democratic, 
due to the fact that the electoral bases of voters were only fractures of the people. The 
inclusion of the average citizen, and not just the aristocracy, can thus be said to have 
been of significant importance in relation to the development of representative 
democracy (Urbinati, 1999; Manin, 1997). 
 
Looking at the concept of representation, this project will not emphasize solely on the 
theoretical concepts, arguments and history, but from an empirical point of departure, 
analyze representation in Denmark. The country was constitutionally founded in 1849 
and has ever since developed toward the ideal of democracy, away from past absolutist 
and aristocratic rulers. Looking solely at representation it is rather difficult to draw 
direct comparisons from representatives of the past to the present. Even within a more 
narrow scope, going back to the beginning of the 1970’s, there seems to be an 
increasing resemblance between represented and representatives (Kjær and Pedersen, 
2004: 70-71). 
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However, something is rotten in the state of Denmark – according to current members 
of parliament Leif Lahn of the Social Democrats1 and Marion Pedersen of Venstre2
 
. In 
a time where crossing the partisan line has been rare, these representatives have formed 
an unusual alliance. Through different “political networks”, they both battle under the 
banner against increased elitism in relation to the concept of representation in Denmark 
(Weekendavisen, 2010; Berlingske Tidene, 2010). They are among the minority of 
representatives, 32.6 percent, in parliament without a university degree – and both 
perceive this challenge of the democracy in Denmark, as the common Dane is becoming 
alienated from the world of politics (Weekendavisen, 2010; Berlingske Tidene, 2010).   
Before the discussion of representation entered the Danish parliament, author and 
journalist Lars Olsen, also gave it attention. In his work ““Triumph of the Elite””3
 
” he 
discussed the concept of representation in Denmark. He agreed with the 
abovementioned politicians, stating the issue of severe misrepresentation of the Danish 
population in parliament. Olsen emphasizes three main areas reducing the 
representation of parliament: education, occupation and location of residence. The 
politicians have a longer and more academic education than the average Dane. They are 
either newly graduated with a degree in social sciences, or stem from the elite of the 
world of business, public administration or the cultural sphere. They often take several 
steps down in terms of payment, in order to represent the people. Finally, politicians are 
increasingly centralized in cities and neglect the world outside the walls of parliament 
(Olsen, 2010). On these aspects he claims that there are grave gaps between 
representatives and represented – and that this is a significant problem, both in relation 
to the implementation of reforms and policies, but also to the foundational concept of 
democracy.  
                                               
1 The Social Democrats are the majority leader of the opposition. Leif Lahn is a party speaker on the topic 
of the labour market.   
2 Venstre is the majority leader of the government. Marion Pedersen is the party speaker on the topic of 
state preparedness and citizenship.  
3 Original title: ”Eliternes Triumf”  
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The dilemmas centering representation in the Danish democracy, as presented by Lars 
Olsen, is the foundation for a theoretical discussion of the concept of representative 
government. It leads to the following problem formulation: 
 
Problem formulation  
Which relevance do Lars Olsen’s dilemmas* pose to the theories of representative 
government? 
*Dilemmas as defined by Bevir and Rhodes, later to be specified in the Meta Theory chapter.  
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Research Design 
In the following chapter we will outline the structure for our analysis.  
  
Research Questions 
1. What dilemmas are the most important brought up by Olsen? 
2. How are the dilemmas empirically challenged? 
3. How are the theories of representative government relevant to Olsen’s 
dilemmas?   
 
The philosophical foundation of this project is Interpretation. One of the key elements 
in Interpretation is dilemma (Bevir and Rhodes, 2002: 17). This concept covers the 
choices that a person faces through life and helps distinguish the person from his social 
background and thus constitute the person as an agent (Bevir and Rhodes, 2002: 16).  It 
is, in other words, of utmost importance to focus on dilemmas, when having 
Interpretation as philosophical foundation.  
By asking ‘What dilemmas are the most important brought up by Olsen?’  
we are able to use dilemmas, and thus the key concept of Interpretation, in our 
investigation of Olsen and his line of thought. 
The second question will provide statistics and opinions that will challenge Olsen’s 
dilemmas and thus serve as a counterbalance to the arguments presented in “Triumph of 
the Elite””.   
The third question includes a theoretical facet, where the aim is to deduce the main 
points of Olsen’s dilemmas and put them into a theoretical context of representative 
democracy. Throughout the answer to this question, Interpretation plays a salient role, 
as it is our ambition to interpret the meaning of Olsen and match it with the different 
schools of theory and thus interpret how come Olsen perceive the world the way he 
does. 
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Meta Theory 
The purpose of the following chapter is to signify the importance of the selection of 
philosophical, ontological and epistemological approach. Regardless of our selection, 
the philosophical foundation of the project will lead the project in a rigorous direction. 
The selection of this approach is bound to the compatibility of theory and philosophy, 
not personal preference or belief. The problem formulation is of a questioning character 
with relation to both theoretical and empirical data, without intention of solving a 
problem, rather with an ambition of interpretation.  
This chapter is constructed with a presentation and critique of the Interpretive approach. 
This is followed by our ontological and epistemological considerations.    
 
Interpretation 
Interpretation derives from the humanities and is primarily rooted in hermeneutics.  
Interpretation is based on the perception that actors act on their beliefs and preferences, 
however their beliefs and preferences are not necessarily tied to the social structures of 
their origin.  
“For example, some working-class voters might consider themselves to be 
middle-class with an interest in preventing further redistributive measures. 
Others might consider themselves to be working-class while believing 
redistributive measures are contrary to the true interests of the workers 
because they delay the revolution.”(Bevir and Rhodes, 2002: 5).  
 
Since the antique - hermeneutics has been a very influential approach to the 
understanding of media, the ancient humanities was engaged in interpreting the canon 
of Scripture and over time the discipline emerged to contain interpretations of all media. 
Hans-Georg Gadamer had a strong influence on modern hermeneutics (Andersen and 
Kaspersen, 2000: 501). He named the discipline communicative understanding and 
advocated that new scholars should pay more attention to the original context from 
where the media had developed. The essential approach to hermeneutics is according to 
Gadamer that the scientist should be able to put himself in the author’s place.  
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Another significant approach in Interpretation is post-structuralism; post-structuralism 
settles with structuralisms’ dedication to “Habitus” and thus argue along the lines of 
Bevir, Rhodes and Gadamer. The structuralist devotion to the social structures’ essential 
role in the shaping of actors is dismissed by post-structuralist, since they argue that 
there are no universal truths in the field of social science. They view Interpretivists as 
anti-positivists due to their belief that there is no causal relation between external 
evidence of actors and their actions (Bevir and Rhodes, 2002: 11).   
 
Our approach to Interpretation is similar to the one of Bevir and Rhodes. Their approach 
to interpretation is rooted between the lines of hermeneutics and post-structuralism. 
Bevir and Rhodes are less extreme in their dismissal of structuralism than post-
structuralist. 
“Different people adopt different beliefs and perform different actions 
against the background of the same social structure. So, there must be a 
space in social structures where individual subjects decide what beliefs to 
hold and what actions to perform for their own reasons.” (Bevir and 
Rhodes, 2002: 15) 
Here the post-structuralists argue that since not everyone act according to the social 
structures of their origin – the structures alone cannot be taken into account. These 
social structures’ unbreakable influence is by Bourdieu called “Habitus” and by Bevir 
and Rhodes called Epistemes. Epistemes are created and assimilated by the actors 
connected to institutions, but their influence is not unbreakable hence Bevir and Rhodes 
introduces the concept Tradition to replace Epistemes (Bevir and Rhodes, 2002: 12).   
The way people break with local traditions is key to Bevir and Rhodes since they 
recognize that agencies are necessary for social scientists to identify dilemmas, “A 
dilemma arises for an individual or institution when a new idea stands in opposition to 
an existing idea and so forces reconsideration.” (Bevir and Rhodes, 2002: 17). The 
reconsideration provoked by dilemmas shapes the individual. When aiming to put 
oneself in the place of the sender, it is required to identify the dilemmas, in order to 
comprehend the intention.  
“Because we cannot read-off the beliefs and actions of individuals from 
objective social facts about them, we can understand how the social 
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practices they produce change only by exploring the ways in which they 
conceive of, and respond to, dilemmas.” (Bevir and Rhodes, 2002: 18) 
When interpreting the creation of traditions, hermeneutics is central. We understand the 
individuals’ beliefs and preferences according to relevant agents that have contributed 
to the frame of thought.  
“Moreover, traditions are not fixed or static, so we can only identify the 
particular instances that compose any given tradition by tracing the 
appropriate historical connections back through time.” (Bevir and Rhodes, 
2002: 15).  
 
Critique of Interpretation  
Interpretation is a cross discipline philosophical approach.  It is, as earlier established, 
closely linked to hermeneutics, which is the main discipline of History and often used in 
anthropology as well. The political scientists who find Interpretation insufficient 
primarily criticize it for failing to reach policy-relevant knowledge. Interpretation is, 
according to critics, too dependent on agents’ own account of beliefs – this result in 
disregard to social structures and quantitative research. 
“Interpretivism implies we cannot properly understand actions except by 
recovering the beliefs that animate them.” (Bevir and Rhodes, 2006: 73).  
Furthermore it rejects autonomy between actions and beliefs.  According to 
interpretivists one needs to understand the agents’ beliefs in order to explain their 
actions. What interpretation aims to achieve is the understanding of agents’ beliefs. 
Bevir and Rhodes argue that we cannot understand why people raise their hand (when 
voting), without understanding their reasons for raising their hand and thus social 
structure and quantitative method fall short. Interpretivists do not disregard the 
influence of social structure and quantitative method, but argue that they are insufficient 
without the understanding of agents’ beliefs.  
“No abstract concept, such as a class or institution, can explain people’s 
beliefs, interests, or actions” (Bevir and Rhodes, 2006: 71).  
The way to analyze agents’ developing tradition is to interpret traditions as the ever 
undisclosed interpretivist parallel to what habitus is to a structuralist. It is undisclosed 
since agents’ from birth to grave are presented with dilemmas – the choices, made when 
presented to new dilemmas, are the ones that form their persona. Critics would say that 
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the disregard to social structures and practices make the analysis unscientific, since 
everything will be bound to meanings. What the critics must understand is that 
interpretation does not aim to achieve universal conclusions, but rather understand why 
an agent reaches his conclusion.  
 
Ontology 
Ontology is a necessary definition in order to work with Interpretation. This is to say 
what we consider knowledge within the ‘world’ we are attempting to understand. 
Aligned with Interpretation our ontology is of a constructionist nature. The social world 
is constructed and not of a ‘natural’, positivist origin. It is essential to Interpretation that 
the meaning of knowledge, and therefore ‘truth’, varies from person to person. 
Knowledge should therefore only be seen as a reflection of how a given person 
perceives a certain issue. This individualization of actions does not, however, make 
actions or perceptions more or less ‘true’, but merely constitute the point that 
“perception is reality” no matter how perception is constructed.   
In relation to our case, the term democracy in itself is an example of the constructionist 
understanding. Democracy is not something that can be tested, verified or falsified. It is 
in its nature a normative theory and concept, which is bound by context and concepts 
that vary. This applies to all concepts in a social context, as they are constructed, and 
thus not able to give a definite or final answer to anything, but only achieve an 
understanding of a given situation.  
 
Epistemology  
Working with Interpretation, the epistemology is that the knowledge we create is an 
‘Interpretation of Interpretation’. This notion implies that the social scientist’s analysis 
of a given theory only tells us something about how the social scientist perceived the 
theory and not how the theorist really perceived the world. Furthermore, due to the 
nature of our theory and empirical data, we do not come closer to the core of the issue, 
than through the interpretation of others. We can only attempt to understand, not explain 
– which is along the lines of the ambition of Interpretation. 
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In other words, an analysis can never be neutral or unbiased, but will always reflect the 
person delivering the analysis. Therefore we must, as social scientists, be aware of our 
own ontology and epistemology, when carrying out our analysis.  
 
Methodology  
The method used throughout the project is deductive, as the aim is to deduct the 
interpretations of interpreters. A deductive approach could be understood as a tool to 
test theories. Nevertheless it is not the intention of this project, as the theories are used 
in a contextual manner in relation to the empirical data (Bryman, 2008: 70).  
The research and empirical data presented in this project is founded on document 
analysis of either scientific or newspaper articles, theories and statistics.  
This entails that our empirical foundation is gathered through both quantitative and 
qualitative sources of data, though predominantly qualitative. The use of quantitative 
data is seen through statistics, presented in our key sources of empirical data. All 
sources are of a second-hand level, as the heart of this project is on a theoretical level, 
thus there have been no generation of empirical data.  
The project as such is a study of representation in the Danish parliament. The intent 
with the problem formulation is to understand the critique of the contemporary Danish 
society in the context of theory of representative government. 
The empirical data of the project are to a large degree originating from two sources that 
we have selected in order to function as opposites – “Triumph of the Elite” (2010) and 
“The Power Report”4
                                               
4 Translated from Danish: Magtudredningen 
 (2001). The deduction of opposites is forced, as they are not 
written in a dialogue or as direct response to each other. However it should be noted that 
statistics included in “The Power Report” are included and commented in “Triumph of 
the Elite”, although not of a dominant importance. They are considered opposites as 
they draw different conclusions on commonly grounded arguments and figures. It 
should be noted that there is a time span of eight years between the creations of the 
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publications. Additionally, in those eight years, elections for Parliament were held 
twice. Thus there are consequentially gaps in the data.  
Furthermore, there are distinct differences in the respective works. “Triumph of the 
Elite” discusses among other things the aspect of representation in Denmark, with an 
assumed intention to create awareness and debate, while “The Power Report” is a series 
of scientific and historical publications, with an explicit ambition of mapping the power 
structure of the Danish society (Kjær and Pedersen, 2004: 19). The project was initiated 
on demand from Folketinget (Togeby et. al, 2001: 11-21). For purpose of clarification it 
should be noted that only key pieces of the report, accentuating representation, have 
been used as key sources of data5
Our approach to theoretical data is much alike our empirical. On a macro-level the 
different perspectives of representative government are also counterpoints, as they differ 
in regards to elitism.  
. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                               
5 See references for a complete listing articles that are published as a part of “The Power Report”. 
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Theory 
The Foundation of Representation 
Our aim of the theoretical chapter is to investigate the foundation of representation. By 
understanding the historical development of the representative system of today, we will 
in accordance to our method extend our knowledge of key theorists of representative 
government. Our general comprehension of Lars Olsen’s dilemmas will therefore be 
maximized. 
Since the dawn of representation there have been four principles which have invariably 
been observed.  
“1. Those who govern are appointed by election at regular intervals. 
2. The decision-making of those who govern retains a degree of 
independence from the wishes of the electorate. 
3. Those who are governed may give expression to their opinions and 
political wishes without these being subject to the control of those who 
govern. 
5. Public decisions undergo the trial of debate.” (Manin, 1997: 6) 
Key to our project is not the execution of representative government; rather our focus is 
the electoral process of choosing representatives. When electing representatives, the 
represented exercise their preferences of candidates and thus representation is achieved 
in the electoral process and not in the election periods.   
We will explain the development of representation by presenting the classical, the 
constitutional, the early modern and contemporary theories of representation and 
electoral processes.  
 
Classical Representation 
In ancient Athens representation was essential to the world’s first best-known form of 
democracy. The appointment of magistrates to serve in the popular assembly and in the 
courts was primarily done by drawing lots. Actually, 600 out of 700 in the popular 
assembly and all in the courts were appointed by drawing lots.  
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“All citizens thirty years of age or older (about 20,000 persons in the fourth 
century) who were not under penalty of atimia (deprivation of civil rights) 
might accede to these magistrates; it also checked whether their conduct 
towards their parents had been satisfactory and whether they had paid their 
taxes and had performed their military service. The test had a political side 
to it, too: an individual known for his oligarchical sympathies might be 
rejected. In no way, however, did dokimasia seek to weed out incompetents, 
and usually it was a mere formality” (Hansen, 1987: 218-220, 239). 
The last 100 magistrates who were not appointed by lot were elected by the popular 
assembly and were the only ones allowed to sit more than one year in a row, these 
elected magistrates were “(particularly the Treasurer of the Military Fund, the 
administrators of the Theoric Fund, and the Financial Comptroller)” (Manin, 1997: 
14). Besides appointing people by lot, lot also determined in which of the numerous 
courts or which popular assembly they would be placed. 
      
The magistrates were subject to constant monitoring. They had to render account, in 
order to avoid bribery, when leaving office. Moreover, every citizen were allowed to 
demand each and every magistrates suspension by giving them a vote of no-confidence, 
the magistrate could then be suspended if the courts decided that the no-confidence vote 
was admissible (Hansen, 1987: 97, 230-231, 239).  
“(…), if Xenophon is to be believed, Socrates himself ridiculed the 
appointment of magistrates by lot on the grounds that no one chose ships’ 
pilots, architects, or flute-players by this method” (Manin, 1997: 27).  
Many modern elitists have argued along the lines of Socrates, while others along the 
lines of Aristotle who argued that the election of the 100 magistrates were aristocratic, 
since there were unequal chances for the election of a poor and less-educated, compared 
to the rich and well-educated. However,  
“(…) Aristotle neither provided such proof, nor explained why the elective 
magistrates more often than not came from the higher social classes. Thus, 
his statement about the aristocratic or oligarchic nature of election was no 
more than an intuition, plausible and profound, but never explained” 
(Manin, 1997: 40).  
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The representation as seen in ancient Athens provided conceptual and historical 
influence on later thinkers, most notably seen with the constitutional and onward 
thinkers.  
 
Constitutional Theories 
Leading to the constitutions of modern times both Montesquieu and Rousseau are very 
relevant. Montesquieu drew a connection between the selection by lot and democracy, 
while connecting the selection by choice to aristocracy:  
“Selection by lot [le suffrage par le sort],” he writes, “is in the nature of 
democracy, selection by choice [le suffrage par choix] is in the nature of 
aristocracy. The lot is a way of selecting [une facon d’élire] that offends no 
one; it leaves to each citizen a reasonable expectation of serving his coutry” 
(Manin, 1997: 70-71). 
 When selecting magistrates by lot everyone has an equal chance of being elected to 
hold office, no one will be subject to envy and jealousy, since everyone holds the exact 
same chance of being elected.  
“(…) lot accords with the principle that democrats cherish above all others, 
namely equality, because it gives each citizen a “reasonable” chance of 
exercising a public function” (Manin, 1997: 72).  
Montesquieu elaborates on the aristocratic dimensions of selection by choice:  
“The people, is admirable in its ability to choose those to whom it must 
entrust some part of its authority. It has only to decide on the basis of things 
it cannot ignore and of facts that are self-evident.” (Manin, 1997: 72-74).  
Here Montesquieu established that the people are well aware of the representatives self-
evident merits and thus they are able to disregard what is simply inherited, namely 
wealth. “Montesquieu claims that the people elect the best, but the best may well be 
located among the upper classes.” (Manin, 1997: 73-74). Ergo it is not necessarily a 
problem that the majority of parliament is belonging to the upper-class, as long as the 
people have elected them due to their merits, not their wealth. 
  
Rousseau also links lottery with democracy and election with aristocracy. What 
Rousseau emphasizes, like Montesquieu, the “Separation of Powers”. When using lot in 
appointing magistrates and assigning them to their government bodies, the people, who 
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along with legislation are defined as sovereign, are less likely to be infringed on. 
Moreover the separation of powers is very important to Rousseau if the system is to be 
democratic, since men are too weak to uphold objectivity if government and legislation 
are mixed:  
“This is one of the reasons why Rousseau concludes his chapter on 
democracy with the frequently cited words: “If there were a people of Gods, 
it would govern itself democratically. Such a perfect government is not 
suited to men.” Gods would be able to separate in their minds the general 
views they must hold when they act as the Sovereign, from the particular 
ones they must adopt as executors of the laws, and avoid the adulteration of 
the former by the latter. Therefore, a democratic government works best, 
when the people, who, above all, are the Sovereign, have the fewest possible 
occasions to make particular decisions as the Government.” (Manin, 1997:  
75) 
Moreover the magistrates assigned in a democracy to execute the law of the sovereign, 
would be partial when execution would harm particular individuals of whom they care.  
On aristocracy Rousseau states that the people determine the law and they elect 
magistrates to execute it. The separation of powers are still of utmost importance in this 
form of government, since the key danger to aristocracy is that the government change 
legislation for the benefit of itself. Rousseau explains that in order for aristocracy to 
work the magistrates should be restricted to change legislation, only with the peoples 
consent:  
“It is of great importance that laws [i.e. decisions by the sovereign] should 
regulate the form of the election of magistrates, for if it is left to the will of 
the Prince [the government], it is impossible to avoid falling into a 
hereditary aristocracy.” (Manin, 1997: 77) 
Both Rousseau and Montesquieu agreed that the use of lot would produce a government 
of incompetents (Manin, 1997: 78) and this would be unbeneficial to the entirety of the 
population hence Rousseau states:  
“Because it is possible, in an aristocracy, to make political use of 
differences in talent and worth, elective aristocracy is the best form of 
government” (Manin, 1997: 77). 
When the United States of America’s declaration of independence was signed and the 
constitution formed, the theory of lot was almost forgotten. James Wilson, who was one 
of George Washington’s appointed justices in the Supreme Court and is one of the 
founding fathers, suggested that a college of electors, drawn by lots among members of 
Representative Government 
Alexander Bugge, Nicolai Alexander Bech Kofoed, Christian Jacobsen 
Group 11, SIB 21.2. International Social Science Basic Studies, 3rd Semester, 2011 
18 
 
Congress, should appoint the president – but the suggestion was instantly refused 
(Manin, 1997: 80). In the years around 1776 when the declaration of independence was 
authored a major concern were ruling with the people’s consent. Legitimacy was 
determined by consent and consent by freedom for every citizen. The first lines of the 
declaration of independence read:  
“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that 
they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable Rights, that 
among these are Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of Happiness, - That to secure 
these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the governed.”  
These thoughts were shared by John Locke who emphasized the importance of consent, 
by saying that all men are free, equal and independent and that no one would accept 
being subjected to others political power, but by his own consent. Moreover, Locke 
stated that nothing but the consent of the majority of “Freemen” would constitute a 
lawful government (Manin, 1997: 85). The issue of consent is likely to be the reason 
why the theory of lot was neglected. If lot was to be used as the method of appointing 
representatives there would be no guarantee that the appointed magistrates, besides their 
lack of competence, would have the people’s consent – since they were not elected 
representatives. As earlier emphasized by Montesquieu, it is likely that election of 
representatives will be aristocratic, since the elected tends to be members of the upper 
class. The majority of political thinkers in the years of forming of the United States’ 
constitution did not consider it a problem.  
When discussing the details of the constitution at the Philadelphia convention from May 
25 to September 17, 1787 there was a broad agreement among the authors that it should 
contain a clause, which secured that only landowners would be allowed to run for 
office. This was primarily proposed because the founding fathers were afraid that 
people without land would be easily bribed by richer representatives and thus the 
aristocracy would blossom. But the founding fathers could not agree on the amount of 
land or property, therefore the constitution does not contain any restrictions relating to 
wealth (Manin, 1997: 105-108). During the convention anti-federalists expressed their 
dismay of the electoral processes:  
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“The charge that the Anti-Federalists repeatedly leveled was not that under 
the proposed Constitution representatives would fail to act as instructed, but 
that they would not be like those who elected them” (Manin, 1997: 110).  
The anti-federalist “Brutus” wrote:  
“The very term representative, implies, that the person or body chosen for 
this purpose, should resemble those who appoint them – a representation of 
the people of America, if it be a true one, must be like the people… They are 
the sign – the people are the thing signified… It must then have been 
intended that those who are placed instead of the people, should possess 
their sentiments and feelings, and be governed by their interests, or in other 
words, should bear the strongest resemblance of those in whose room they 
are substituted. It is obvious that for an assembly to be a true likeness of the 
people of any country, they must be considerably numerous.” (Manin, 1997: 
110) 
“Brutus” was not the only one to express his concern for the lack of representation in 
the election process. John Adams wrote in 1776: 
“and the greatest care should be employed in constituting this 
representative assembly. [In the preceding passage, Adams had shown the 
need for representation in large states.] It should be in miniature an exact 
portrait of the people at large. It should think, feel, reason and act like 
them” (Baron, 2009: 37-51). 
The primary concern of the anti-federalist was that the representatives would not 
resemble the people, they emphasize that there should be a closeness in a social sense 
(Manin, 1997: 111). Opponent of the constitution Samuel Chase argues that several 
classes would not be represented since there would be no room for farmers, planters and 
mechanics (Manin, 1997: 112). The anti-federalist argued that there would be a 
widening gap between the representatives and the represented. Their primary concern is 
according to Chase, Melancton Smith and Brutus to accommodate merchants, since 
merchants are the ones who at large accumulated wealth in America, and hence the 
manual workers would be disregarded and exploited (Manin, 1997: 113). “The 
Federalist Farmer” wrote:  
“The people may be electors, if the representation be so formed as to give 
one or more of the natural classes of men in society an undue ascendancy 
over the others, it is imperfect; the former will gradually become masters, 
and the latter slaves … It is deceiving the people to tell them they are 
electors, and can choose their legislators, if they cannot in the nature of 
things, choose men among themselves, and genuinely like themselves” 
(Manin, 1997: 111).  
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Madison responded to what he considered a rhetorical exaggeration with lack of 
substantial argument:  
“Who are to be the electors of the federal representatives? Not the rich, 
more than the poor; not the learned, more than the ignorant; not the 
haughty heirs of distinguished names, more than the humble sons of obscure 
and unpropitious fortune. The electors are to be the great body of the people 
of the United States … Who are to be the objects of popular choice? Every 
citizen whose merit may recommend him to the esteem and confidence of his 
country. No qualification of wealth, of birth, or religious faith, or of civil 
profession is permitted to fetter the judgement or disappoint the inclination 
of the people.” (Manin, 1997: 116)  
The anti-federalist admitted that there were no property or tax qualifications for 
representatives in the constitution. Thus, they had no effective counterargument (Manin, 
1997: 115). Madison explains that given the recurrence of elections and the 
representatives’ dependence on the electorate would remind them that they served by 
the grace of the people. Moreover the legislation passed would apply to the 
representatives just as much as to the electorate. James Wilson elaborates on the impact 
of representative government in a speech given in 1787:  
“I ask now what is meant by the natural aristocracy. I am not at loss for the 
etymological definition of the term; for when we trace it to the language 
from which it is derived, an aristocracy means nothing more or less than a 
government of the best men in the community or those who are 
recommended by the words of the constitution of Pennsylvania, where it is 
directed that the representatives should consist of those most noted for 
wisdom and virtue. [It should be kept in mind that the 1776 Pennsylvania 
constitution was widely seen as one of the most “democratic” state 
constitutions; and it constitued anyway a reference for Wilson’s audience.] 
Is there any danger in such representation? I shall never find fault that such 
characters are employed … If this is meant by natural aristocracy, - and I 
know no other – can it be objectionable that men should be employed that 
are most noted for their virtue and talents? (Manin, 1997: 118)  
 
Both federalist and anti-federalist believed that the process of election would lead to 
aristocracy; the difference was as their names imply whether it did or did not constitute 
a problem.  
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Contemporary Representation 
Bernard Manin elaborates in his chapter “A democratic aristocracy” on why the voters 
choose one candidate over another. His entire in depth argument is not relevant to our 
project, but a few of his considerations are. Manin introduces the concept of  
“Meritocracy”:“A beauty contest, for example, is surely not deemed 
meritocratic. On the other hand, an academic examination is meritocratic in 
that, even if the unequal performances of the candidates owe something to 
the genetic lottery of talent (not to mention inequalities in social 
background), they are also, at least in part, the result of the candidates’ 
efforts, choices, and actions” (Manin, 1997: 137). 
It deals with the level of competence of the individual candidate and is used to explain 
that even though one candidate is more gifted than another, he is not necessarily elected 
since voter’s preferences are irrational. This irrationality is best described in his 
thoughts on electability, “Of course, every individual possesses at least one trait that 
distinguishes him from everyone else” (Manin, 1997: 141). This trait(s) will distinguish 
the representatives from each other and create a bond between them and voters. The 
combination of “meritocracy” and electability contributes to Manin’s conclusion of the 
chapter:  
“In an elective system the only possible question concerns the type of 
superiority that is to govern. But when asked “Who are the aristoi that 
should govern?” the democrat turns to the people and let them decide 
(Manin, 1997: 160).  
By this, Manin establish that since the people choose their representatives – they define 
who the aristoi are and thus one of the core values of democracy is upheld, namely the 
complete freedom of opinion. He explains:  
“In a secret vote, the citizen does not even have to give reasons for his or 
her preference. In this instant, the voter is sovereign, in the old and narrow 
sense of the word. He could rightly adopt the motto of absolutist rulers and 
say: “Sic volo, sic jubeo, stat pro ratione voluntas” (“Thus I wish, thus I 
ordain, my will takes the place of reason”) (Manin, 1997: 137). 
The presentation of elementary arguments opposing the forming of the constitution will 
construct a foundation for the coming analysis, providing a natural bridge heading into 
modern representative government. 
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Negative feedback 
In modern representative governments’ suffrage has been increased to contain most 
adults. This has according to pro-representation theorist led to a greater “democratic” 
character, but flaws are still recognized by critics who favor a more direct form of 
representation. This has resulted in a resurgence of the ideology of direct democracy, 
which subsequently has been delivered in the introduction of opinion polls (Manin, 
1997: 171-173). The objective of opinion polls is to mirror the views of the presented 
ongoing parliamentary debates. Their views should then affect the prior standpoints of 
the representatives and thus increase the degree of representation and direct democracy. 
However, the validity of opinion polls in determining the electors’ actual opinion has 
been questioned by high profile sociologists such as Pierre Bourdieu who argues:  
“(…) opinion polls are no more than a way of manipulating opinion, 
precisely because they impose questions that might be quite foreign to 
people’s concerns and to which people respond in order to please the 
interviewer or to avoid appearing ignorant.“ (Manin, 1997: 173) 
If Bourdieu is to be believed we should think of polls as guidance not natural-law and 
thus the only binding will is the vote of the citizens.  
Representative governments are therefore relying on the recurrence of elections since 
the electors only reliable response to the representatives is to be found in the execution 
of voting. Past political scientists such as Hobbes argued that when the electors once 
had given their consent by electing a representative, the representative should not be 
subjected to reelection (Manin, 1997: 176). This would, quite obviously, according to 
Manin lessen the democratic dimension of representation. He argues that when our 
representatives are not subjected to imperative mandates and binding electoral promise, 
the recurrence of elections is essential. If there were only elections, say every fifty 
years, the electors would have no option of expressing their consent or their lack 
thereof. Thus, the feedback provided by recurrent elections is what contains the freedom 
of representatives and makes them respond and conform according to positive and 
negative feedback (Manin, 1997: 178-79). Manin continues:  
“Voters thus influence public decisions through the retrospective judgment 
that representatives anticipate voters will make” (Manin, 1997: 179). 
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During the 20th century representative democracy experienced a new form of 
government, namely mass-party democracies. The parties were normally founded on 
ideologies and had a large number of managers and activists who controlled the 
representatives’ political agenda – thus the parties established a more direct connection 
between representatives and i.e. grassroots and enhanced the participation (Manin, 
1997: 193-195).  
When mass party systems appeared, many thought it would be the end of elitism, since 
there was a tendency that showed that electors would commit themselves to the 
ideologies represented by various parties and gain influence due to direct sharing of 
preferences (Manin, 1997: 204). However, an influential study by Robert Michels 
showed that the differences of living standards of the party leaders and the grassroots 
were grave and he concluded that elitism was not abolished. Robert Michels pointed out 
that the success of parties were to be found in their intense activism and organizational 
skills (Manin, 1997: 205-206). He continues by arguing that the party leaders were 
somehow a reflection of their grassroots but that there exist a strict top-down hierarchy, 
which upheld the elitist fundament of representation (Manin, 1997: 206). Manin, 
hereafter, explained that a clear division of classes existed and was easily seen in 
countries where socialist parties gained much influence. The reason being, that socialist 
parties would mobilize workers (who belong to the lowest class) and other parties 
would appeal to different classes. Moreover, the class a citizen was born into would 
dictate the tradition and consequently shape voting habits (Manin, 1997: 208-209).  
“In party democracy, as in parliamentarianism, election remains an 
expression of trust rather than a choice of specific political measures” 
(Manin, 1997: 211).  
This was among the reasons why Karl Kautsky, one of the German Social Democratic 
party’s prestigious leaders, wrote:  
“The Social Democrat deputy as such is not a free individual – however 
harsh this may sound – but simply the delegate (Beauftragte) of his party” 
(Manin, 1997: 211).  
 
In a multi-party system it was of significant importance that the majority stroke a 
compromise with the minority, otherwise a high risk of violent confrontation between 
the citizens belonging to different classes and parties would occur (Manin, 1997: 212). 
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The freedom of public opinion within the multi-party systems was dense. Segregation of 
classes blossomed with the partisan press rising in influence, people would simply read 
the media that supported their ideology and hence there was a stability of political 
opinion.  
Once again this argument emphasizes the importance of the minority not being 
overheard, since it is very likely that it would end in violent conflict. The essential 
feature of multi-party democracies is therefore, trial by discussion and compromise, not 
only between majority and minority, but also between the coalitions formed in order to 
gain majority (Manin, 1997: 217). 
 
Summary of the concept history 
Representation is by nature undemocratic. There is a general consensus among all the 
presented theorists that democracy is closely linked to the election by lot.  
However, the majority of the theorists included in this chapter suggest that 
representation is necessary for qualified governance, since the nature of election by lot 
would not per se include the consent of the people. Consent is, according to Locke, as 
well as the federalists, the ground for validity of government. However anti-federalists 
express a concern that representation will fail to reflect all layers of society. As 
everyone, according to the constitution, can run for office, the anti-federalists are 
therefore not opponents of representation, as it is formulated in the constitution. Rather 
their concern is relating to the tendency that the social background of the elected is from 
the elite.      
In the 20th century multi-party systems occurred. The representatives were organized 
within political parties, rather than acting individually. This development meant that 
electors identified themselves with parties, and ideologies, instead of representatives. 
Now majorities have to debate and compromise with minorities as well as within 
coalitions in order to reach consensus.  
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Following is our presentation of the ‘main’ theorists, aside from Bernard Manin, that we 
in our analysis will use in relation to the empirical data. These are François Guizot, 
Robert Dahl, Alf Ross and John Stuart Mill.  
 
François Guizot 
The theory of François Guizot (1787-1874) represents a liberal and elitist approach to 
representative government and democracy (Craiutu, 2003: 261). He was a professor of 
history at the University of Paris and among most influential political actors in the "July 
Monarchy" of France (1830-1848), where he lead the Conservative Party in Parliament, 
and was several times nominated a secretary (Encyclopedia Britannica, web). As a 
political thinker and theorist he is stated to have been of significant influence of the 
well-famed critique of democracy, Alexis de Tocqueville (Craiutu, 2003: 262).  
Given his participation in the July Monarchy, it should be stated that he was a 
proponent for democracy, thus against the absolutism that had previously reigned in 
France, as well as all over Europe. He accepted the premise of reformation rather than 
revolution, the inclusion of civil rights and embraced the opportunities democracy gave 
the common man. Guizot saw the step away from absolutism as inevitable (Craiutu, 
2003: 263, 268). For purpose of clarification it should be understood that Guizot did not 
perceive democracy in its ancient understanding, but as social condition, which 
emphasized the importance of improving equality and civil rights, and not rule with 
special interest of a specific class. 
On representation, Guizot stated that “representative government also brings to light the 
"natural superiorities" in society who are worthy of public trust”. He was thus assured 
that representation would be done by the elite (Craiutu, 2003: 266). 
Like many contemporary thinkers he had great doubts about the inclusion of the demos 
in the political sphere (Craiutu, 2003: 263). What manifests Guizot's approach to 
representative government as elitist, is his take on suffrage, which he proposed should 
never be universal, but dictated by the concept of political capacity. 
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Following is an outlining of the concepts and thoughts relating to the elitist theory of 
representative government by François Guizot. 
 
Political Capacity 
The argument of political capacity was not something revolutionary in the inclusion of 
government theory. It can be traced back to the thoughts of Plato, who in his take on the 
state emphasized that only the best capable, the “philosopher kings”, should take action 
in state matters, as they alone were the ones capable of leading a state (Dahl, 1989: 65-
82). It connotes that in order to participate in representative democracy, you must fulfill 
certain requirements. These vary from thinker and context, but typically include wealth, 
property ownership, age, educational barriers, occupation and such. In the theories in 
which they appear, they are the confines of suffrage. 
In relation to acting as a government, Guizot stated that the very principles for any 
government were to act aligned with truth, justice and reason (Craiutu, 2003: 267; 
Guizot, 2002: 61). These were also essentials in his definition on political capacity. He 
argued that the necessity of inclusion of political capacity was due to that fact that it 
would serve as a "filtration of democracy that would reconcile order, tradition and 
political inequality with liberty, progress and civil equality." (Craiutu, 2003: 269). In 
his perception of political capacity, Guizot had two dominant variables; educational 
background and property ownership. 
The argument for differentiating on educational background was founded, as he 
believed that a smaller group exercising their political right would be better, as a smaller 
group would be better educated, and thus in the knowing of what is common good. An 
assumed example would be that Guizot would perceive an economist more worthy of 
talking state economy, than a physician (Craiutu, 2003, 270). The inclusion of education 
as a political capacity was also reached, in order to avoid the electoral base falling for 
false or unrealistic electoral promises. He did not elaborate on the inclusion of property 
ownership. However, it can be assumed that the inclusion of people only with property 
ownership would ensure that the electoral base would then have an idea about 
responsibility and decision-making.  
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Civil and Political Rights 
Considering that Guizot explicitly stated the importance of equal civil rights, the 
concept of political capacity may sound like the exact opposite. However, in terms of 
rights, Guizot distinguished between political (variable) and civil (universal) rights 
(Craiutu, 2003: 271). Political rights were related to political capacity and limited 
access to the political sphere. Civil rights were universal and among the core focuses on 
ensuring a sustainable representative democracy. Among the civil rights were e.g. being 
protected under law, freedom of speech and religion (Craiutu, 2003: 273). 
As such an elitist representative democracy would treat all citizens equal in terms of 
universal rights, which would be the core emphasis of a democracy. Meanwhile, certain 
"more knowledgeable" citizens would have a privileged position in terms of suffrage 
and political accessibility, due to their educational background.  
 
Relevance of Theory 
It may be stated that the theory of Guizot is outdated. He declared that along the 
development and education of the general public, suffrage could be revisited. Though 
political capacity is a concept of ever changing definition, Guizot is still relevant to use 
in a discussion of representative government. Furthermore he is relevant because he 
represents a branch of representative thought that by far and large is left out in 
contemporary discussions.  
In representative discussion, the concept of democracy is sometimes presented as a 
paradox, but it could also be viewed as a parody of Democracy. The argument from a 
Guizot perspective would be that instead of maintaining a system, which inherently is 
"undemocratic" in its ancient understanding, a different view on representation is 
necessary.  
 
John Stuart Mill 
The main argument of J.S. Mill is that the people ought to select representatives to 
govern for them. Mill sees it as an advantage that the people tend to elect the 
“enlightened” to represent them. This notion lies on the premise that Mill held: the 
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brightest and most talented part of society will be the best, when it comes to ruling the 
country in the interest of the people. In other words, Mill believed, along the lines of 
Socrates and Montesquieu, that it does not pose a problem when the elite of society 
represent the people. (Ross, [1967] 1999: 220) 
“The main point of the argument is that regardless of whether it is due to 
better insight, special interests, characteristic features or congenital talent – 
there is a real difference between the qualification of people for handling 
political problems.” (Ross, [1967] 1999: 220-221) 
 
Alf Ross 
Ross argued that the representative democracy is preferable, compared to participatory 
democracy. It is of great importance, in understanding this point, that Ross did not only 
emphasize the representative democracy as preferable for practical reasons, but saw it as 
ideologically better than participatory democracy. This train of thought follows the 
main points of J.S. Mill, as it emphasizes that there exists a group of people more 
appropriate to represent a people than the people itself.   
“…the representative institutions are more than more technical first aid (of 
democracy), they fulfill an independent and desirable act, they are an 
expression of an elite that is better than the people itself to accommodate 
it’s needs” (Ross, [1967] 1999: 220)  
 
Robert Dahl 
On the topic of representative government and political capacity, Robert Dahl is a 
contemporary counterpart to Francois Guizot.  
In his work “Democracy and its Critics”, he sets forth an ambition of defining the five 
processes of democratic theory (Dahl, 1989: 83-119). The fifth of these addresses the 
concept of inclusion of the people in democracy, a term that for early modern theorists 
would be defined as “political capacity”.  
The development of his fifth and final criterion for democratic theory is founded upon 
the historical development of the representative concept, as presented earlier in this 
chapter. In the process, Dahl identifies two principles of inclusion: 
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“Categorical Principle: Every person subject to a government and its laws 
has an unqualified right to be a member of the demos, i.e. citizen” 
“Contingent Principle: Only persons who are qualified to govern but all 
such persons should e members of the demos (i.e. citizens). (Dahl, 1989: 
124) 
The first principle can be seen as emerging from the thoughts of Locke and Rousseau, 
that all stated the necessity of people being able to decide or abide the laws restricting 
their freedom (Dahl, 1989: 122). The second operates more along the notion of political 
capacity, as seen with the proponents of an ‘aristocratic’ representative government 
there is necessarily a need of competence, implicitly containing education as a dominant 
variable (Dahl, 1989: 124). As these principles are intrinsically antagonistic, and both 
are neither functional nor perceived to be in any democracy, he instead developed his 
own principle, a “modified categorical principle”, stating the following: 
“Every adult subject to a government and its laws must be presumed to be 
qualified as, and has an unqualified right to be, a member of the demos”. 
(Dahl, 1989: 127).  
The outcome of this discussion is hardly surprising, considering the democratic context 
in which Dahl wrote something he himself strongly stressed in his critique of the early 
modern thinkers (Dahl, 1989: 120). In the context of the analysis, the standpoint of Dahl 
will be seen as a contemporary contrast to the earlier, both aristocratic and non-
aristocratic thinkers.  
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Analysis 
This is an outline of the structure of the analysis. Here we will combine both empirical 
and theoretical data, which will lead us toward a conclusion. 
First we will thoroughly present the dilemmas identified in “Triumph of the Elite”. This 
will contain the main points of Olsen’s critique of the misrepresentation in the Danish 
society.  
Then we will relate the dilemmas, in a comparative discussion, to other empirical data 
provided by “The Power Report” in the "DJØFicering" chapter. The ambition here is to 
gain further understanding and alternative perspectives of the dilemmas presented by 
Olsen.  
Finally we will relate the critique to the theoretical foundation of representative 
government. Through the theories we will be able to interpret Olsen’s arguments, by 
comparing his main dilemmas to the theories supporting his critique. Here we will 
distinguish between two different approaches; an elitist and an anti-elitist. In order to 
achieve a comprehensive analysis, we have chosen to include these approaches. An anti-
elitist approach will help us to understand how Olsen thinks and argues, and thus will 
stand as a counterbalance to the elitist approach. 
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Triumph of the Elite 
In this section we will outline the central dilemmas, in relation to the concept of 
representation, in “Triumph of the Elite”, by Lars Olsen. This book is not only the point 
of departure of the project, but also an essential part of the coming analysis. Lars Olsen 
is a Danish journalist and cand. phil. from Copenhagen University. He has been writing 
several books on, predominantly concerning the aspect of inequality in the Danish 
society (Olsen, 2010; Larso.dk, web). 
With the layers peeled of his argument, the main claim by Olsen is fairly simply; there 
is a clear and increasing tendency towards elitism in the Danish society, which creates a 
distinct misrepresentation – a democratic problem. The before mentioned layers are 
identified as occupation, location and perhaps most dominantly education. These are all 
in relation to the members of parliament (MPs), and are, according to Olsen, dominant 
in their abilities to reach decisions. Interpretation would say that he identifies these as 
the dominant variables of tradition.  
The following section will cover the arguments of Olsen. 
 
Occupation 
The argument of occupation implies that representatives in the Danish parliament 
should reflect the Danish population, and not solely the population of major cities such 
as Copenhagen. Olsen states that the occupation for anyone would necessarily be salient 
in the shaping of thoughts of MPs (Olsen, 2010: 134). A lawyer thinks ‘like a lawyer’, a 
nurse thinks ‘like a nurse’. This is not in itself very controversial. Although, due to the 
composition of the Danish parliament, with a heavy inclusion of so-called “DJØFs6
                                               
6 DJØF is an acronym for “Danske Jurister og Økonomers forbund” is a union for the Danish Lawyers, 
Economists and Social scientists. 
”, 
who constitute around 40 percent of the current members of Parliament. The share of 
DJØFs among the population in general is one percent (Weekendavisen, 2010). 
However, it should be stated that DJØF in itself does not necessarily only contain 
members of the workforce, but may just as well include students. 
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The problem of occupation is not only unified on specific professions, but perhaps more 
importantly also around position of employment. Here Olsen argues that the parliament 
is heavily overrepresented of self-employed, which again is related to the concept of 
tradition. Self-employed politicians are, according to Olsen, e.g. leaning towards more 
liberal fiscal policies, than the rest of the population. This is also relevant in relation to 
the debate concerning free movement of labor within the European Union. The average 
citizen is more challenged than the ‘well-educated’, due to the fact that some nations 
within the Union hold cost-competitive advantages, in fields such as construction and 
factory work (Olsen, 2010: 133). Olsen concludes that the majority of politicians are not 
affected by the result of their policies each and every day and that they become 
segregated from the population which is predominantly affected:  
"It is not their [the elite's] jobs that are moved to China. It is not their 
salary and working conditions that are pressured of the labor from Eastern 
Europe" (Olsen, 2010: 134) 
 
Location 
The argument is fundamentally along the lines of the saying “out of sight, out of mind”. 
Olsen argues that location of the MPs indeed matters, as location just as much as 
educational or occupational background is forming beliefs and preferences (Olsen, 
2010: 138). 
It is safe to say that urbanization has been happening for at least a century, and the 
tendency has not escaped Denmark either. MPs are, as most Danes, situated in cities, 
with around a third of the population living in the metropolitan area of Copenhagen 
(Oeresundsregionen, web). 
Olsen exemplifies this issue by presenting the case of the Danish “Structure Reform7
                                               
7 Translated from Danish: Strukturreformen 
” 
of 2006. The structure reform had as an outset ambition to decrease the amount of 
municipalities, by merging smaller municipalities with each other. He argues that the 
reform at heart operated along the lines of ‘bigger is better’ – the epitome of 
urbanization. The reform focused on the peripheral parts of Denmark, but was created 
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by politicians who were detached from the rural areas that were affected by the reform 
(Olsen, 2010: 84-87). 
"People's opinions are not shaped by knowledge and values, but also by 
social experience and interest ... Those who are better off have to admit, 
that there is a significant difference from their living conditions - and the 
conditions of the general public. If they want to understand society and its 
challenges, politics cannot be led from an ivory tower" (Olsen, 2010: 134)8
 
 
Education 
The final variable is perhaps also the most important, as education is a core part of 
Olsen’s arguments. The gap between the occupation and the population, thus the 
misrepresentation, is most significant in this variable. Not alone is the gap in existence, 
it is in fact also increasing (Olsen, 2010: 27). To put it in exact numbers, the current 
Danish parliament consists of 67.4 percent with a ‘medium or long’ education, 
assumedly a bachelor or a master’s degree (Weekendavisen, 2010). In the entire Danish 
society, the percentage is 20.4 (Weekendavisen, 2010). There is a clear distinction 
between level of education of the common man, and the representative - 47 percentage-
points to be precise. Furthermore, as earlier stated, 40 percent of the Danish parliament 
are members of DJØF, while membership among the general population merely 
constitutes 1 percent. Membership of DJØF does not only imply a certain level of 
education, but also that the education is based within economics, political science or 
law. (Weekendavisen, 2010).  
Not alone does this signify a clear difference in representation; Olsen goes as far as to 
state that a parliament that in no way shows resemblance to its population is not able to 
represent it. 
Olsen provides the “Danish High School Reform” of 2005 as an example of this 
misrepresentation. The Danish High School was in that year changed drastically with an 
overall ambition to increase the level of education, and to a greater extend prepare 
graduates for learning at a higher level. Olsen then claims that not alone does this 
signify the background of the representatives themselves, and their preference of the 
academic system, but does also create further inequality within the general population. 
                                               
8 Translated from Danish. See appendix for the original quote. 
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As an example, those high school students that come from homes without higher 
educated parents, will have a substantial weakness in terms of assistance (Olsen, 2010: 
11). 
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DJØFisering?  
In this chapter the aim is to challenge Olsen at an empirical level, by comparing his 
arguments, and the data from where they derive, with the arguments of “The Power 
Report”. This chapter will provide the analysis with an empirical framework, in which 
Olsen’s arguments can be understood in a more comprehensive manner. The empirical 
framework will include various volumes of “The Power Report”, focusing on the 
different points of Olsen’s critique.  
  
The Danish Elite: Other elites 
This volume of “The Power Report” is focused on the broader perception of elitism. 
The aim is to understand the political elite by comparing it to other elites of the Danish 
society. The Danish Elite 9
 
includes the judicial, business, cultural and scientific elite in 
its analysis of the political elite. One of the key elements of the conclusion is that the 
other elites of the Danish society are far more elitist than the political elite (Togeby et. 
al., 2001: 70). The degree of elitism is rated as how difficult it is to access the elite. In 
that perspective, the conclusion is that the political elite is one of the most accessible of 
the Danish society (Togeby et. al., 2001: 240). 
The Danish Members of Parliament: Historical perspective 
The aim of this part of “The Power Report” is to put Olsen’s arguments of 
misrepresentation into a historical context. It is highly necessary to include a historical 
perspective, as the current discrepancy between the MPs and the population must be 
compared with the former Danish parliaments. One of the main conclusions of the 
historical volume is that the representation of parliament has increased through time. It 
is evident, when looking at the share of MPs with a high school degree in comparison 
with the share of the population with a high school degree, that the educational 
discrepancy has decreased. (Kjær and Pedersen, 2004: 68) 
                                               
9 Translated from Danish: Den danske elite 
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The Danish Members of Parliament: International perspective 
Besides the historical context, an interesting approach toward the educational gap 
includes an international perspective. Though there is a certain educational gap in 
Denmark, it is narrow, compared to other Western democracies (Kjær and Pedersen, 
2004: 191). The Danish MPs do in fact correspond better to the education of the 
population that in most other western democracies. This is a result of a relatively well-
educated population, but also one of the least educated parliaments in the western world 
(Kjær and Pedersen, 2004: 171). 
 
The ‘Thesis of Djøficering’ 
“The Power Report” made an investigation concerning the importance of DJØFs in the 
Danish society. The key concept of the investigation is the ‘Thesis of Djøficering’10
 The DJØFs have increasingly taken over many of the leading positions of the 
public sector in the Danish society, at the expense of leaders within the social 
sector itself.
 The 
thesis is threefold, as it seeks to look into three points of critique concerning the 
influence of DJØFs (Dahler-Jensen and Ejersbo, 2004: 17): 
11
 The DJØFs are characterized by having a certain set of opinions and priorities in 
relation to public management. 
 
 The opinions of the DJØFs affect the decisions they make through their 
influential positions within the public sector. 
The investigation is carried out by a survey, where the three above-mentioned points of 
critique are sought to be investigated. The first point, about the increased share of 
DJØFs within the Danish public sector, is a quantitative question, which is rather simply 
verified. It is evident that the share of DJØFs in proportion to non-DJØFs has increased. 
                                               
10 Translated from Danish: Djøficeringstesen 
11 An example is the head of the Hospital: Previously it would be a former doctor. According to the thesis 
of Djøficering the former doctor is replaced by e.g. an economist. 
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From 1996 to 2002 the share of DJØFs among the municipality increased from 37 
percent to 48 percent (Dahler-Jensen and Ejersbo, 2004: 19). 
The more important, and interesting, part of the investigation concerns the opinions of 
the managers within the public sector. The second point claims that the educational 
background shapes the mind-set of the municipality managers. In order to investigate 
this claim, the study has presented the municipality managers with a number of 
questions, concerning their opinions on societal issues, such as outsourcing, adjustments 
and efficiency-oriented changes. The answers of the municipality managers are 
compared to their educational background. This comparison is carried out in order to 
identify a possible trend that will emphasize the correlations between educational 
background and opinions of municipality managers. 
 
Looking at the answers of the municipality managers, the study makes it evident that 
there is no visible correlation between whether a city manager has a background in 
DJØF or not (Dahler-Jensen and Ejersbo, 2004: 21). The same applies when looking at 
county managers. The data does not support the claims presented by Olsen. Rather, if 
one is to enhance a particular trend, it is, surprisingly, that non-DJØFs to a greater 
extent than the DJØFs prefer outsourcing of public sector tasks. All in all, it is safe to 
say that the second claim is falsified by the investigation at hand.  
Looking at the third point of critique, the study aims at elaborating on the answers 
provided in the second question, by seeking to explain why the municipality and county 
managers answer as they do. To find explanations, rather than correlations, the task 
carried out goes into depth with the particular background of the municipality and 
county managers. This means that the term DJØFs is divided into sub categories, such 
as economists, lawyers and ‘other DJØFs’12
Once again a possible trend would be that the economists in particular do not prefer 
outsourcing of public sector tasks. This trend goes against the ‘Thesis of Djøficering’, 
. However, even when distinguishing 
between different DJØFs and their opinions there is no evident trend. Even when 
including parameters such as age and gender, no clear opinions are attached to certain 
groups of respondents (Dahler-Jensen and Ejersbo, 2004: 27).  
                                               
12 Social scientists.  
Representative Government 
Alexander Bugge, Nicolai Alexander Bech Kofoed, Christian Jacobsen 
Group 11, SIB 21.2. International Social Science Basic Studies, 3rd Semester, 2011 
38 
 
and hence Olsen, as it at best rejects the point of the thesis, and at worst disproves it 
totally.  
All in all, the conclusion is that the ‘Thesis of Djøficering’ has no empirical support. At 
the level of municipals and counties, the managers’ opinions do not appear to be 
affected by their educational background. The influence of DJØF is therefore, according 
to this investigation, inconsiderable – and at this point impossible to prove.    
 
The Danish Parliament: Occupation 
One of the main claims of Olsen is that the MPs of the Danish Parliament, prior to 
election day, were occupied with jobs different from the population in general. Olsen 
emphasizes that the MPs to a significant extend were occupied within the private sector, 
which influenced their perception of the private and the public sector in a liberal 
manner. “The Power Report” rejects this argument, outlining that before being elected 
in 2001, the share of MPs employed in the public sector was 35 percent. In comparison, 
only 23 percent of the population was occupied in this sector. This statistic can be used 
against Olsen’s claim, namely that the MPs tend to favor the private sector, due to their 
occupational background.  
 
The Danish Parliament: Location 
Another of Olsen’s arguments is related to the location of the MPs’ residents, whom to 
a significant extent live in Copenhagen. He argues that the everyday life of the 
politicians, including their place of living, will affect the policies they make. In “The 
Power Report” it appears that 67 percent of the MPs live in the district in which they 
are elected (Kjær and Pedersen, 2004: 40-41). 32 percent are born and live in their 
district of election. This could entail that the representatives consider regional interests, 
which goes against the point made by Olsen. 
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The dilemmas and theory 
The following is the second part of the analysis. Here Lars Olsen’s central dilemmas of 
representative government will be put into various theoretical contexts. This is done in 
order to obtain further understanding of the dilemmas. 
Before any further analysis, it should be mentioned that the dilemma of location in most 
of the theoretical comparisons have been weighted extraneous. The reason for this 
omission is that it simply is not a subject of discussion among classical as well as 
contemporary thinkers of representative governments – at least not the ones we have 
included in this project. An assumed reason for this would be that in almost all 
representative governments known in the world, elections are based on regional 
elections. This should be understood as elections for the national parliament that are 
conducted in constituencies, and which at least theoretically should negate the dilemma 
of location. However, that is not to say that the argument by Olsen of location is 
insignificant. We return to the dilemma in later chapters. 
The chapter is structured in “elitist” and “anti-elitist” theorists – whom in the Theory 
chapter were labeled in accordance to the opinions displayed by Olsen. 
 
The Anti Elitist  
The Anti-federalists constitutional thinkers 
The anti-federalists of the late 18th century share Lars Olsen’s main dilemma – that 
representatives do not mirror the population. One of the most visible anti-federalists, 
John Adams, would make the exact same argument as Olsen: “It should be in miniature 
an exact portrait of the people at large. It should think, feel, reason and act like them” 
(Manin, 1997: 111). This argument was as outlined in the theory chapter supported by 
prominent names such as “Brutus13
                                               
13 Brutus and The Federal Farmer are pseudonyms for political thinkers around the time of the Declaration 
of Independence.  
”, Chase and Smith. Moreover “The Federal Farmer” 
brought articles which supported their opinion as well. When Lars Olsen criticizes the 
Representative Government 
Alexander Bugge, Nicolai Alexander Bech Kofoed, Christian Jacobsen 
Group 11, SIB 21.2. International Social Science Basic Studies, 3rd Semester, 2011 
40 
 
contemporary Danish parliament for not being a portrait of the people and thus unable 
to represent its interest, his argument can be traced back in time and find common 
denominators especially among anti-federalists.  
His dilemma concerning location is not as directly represented by the constitutional 
theorists. One can, without it being too much of a stretch, argue that Adams, Chase and 
Smith would agree with Lars Olsen that centralization, bigger municipalities and 
regions, would harm the ordinary Dane. According to this theoretical approach, 
centralization would slowly but effectively abolish the foundation of living in peripheral 
Denmark.  
When Lars Olsen criticizes the representatives for not being an exact portrait of the 
people, it is primarily based on the difference in educational background. As earlier 
established, around 20.2 percent of the Danish population and around 67.4 percent of 
the MPs has medium or long education. This difference has according to Lars Olsen 
harmed the Danish school system with new reforms that are angled toward fitting the 
“elites” children; a common development when widening the gap between parliament 
and the people according to anti-federalists. In the late eighteenth century the 
representatives would circumvent the farmers, planters and mechanics in order to 
accommodate the merchants, who above all brought prosperity to America. Today, we 
circumvent the less educated to accommodate the educated and thereby enhance the 
prosperity of the knowledge society. This tendency is by Lars Olsen regarded harmful 
and is explained by arguments that should appeal to the majority of society by 
emphasizing that the decisions reached in parliament disables the progress of the 
knowledge society.  
 
Robert Dahl 
Dahl differs from a majority of the other mentioned thinkers, as he is contemporary 
rather than classical. His thoughts on representation and suffrage is built upon his 
notion, that the classical thinkers had left the topic without "[any] satisfactory solution" 
(Dahl, 1989: 119).  
Olsen strongly emphasizes the importance of the population and representatives having 
a shared understanding of societal problems, and that any gap should be limited, which 
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is aligned with the thoughts of Dahl. The argument for this is not merely normative, but 
historical. Throughout the 'early' development of democracy in the 19th century, limited 
suffrages defined all 'democracies'. Groups excluded of suffrage were repeatedly shown 
to be oppressed of not only democratic, but also otherwise 'universal', civil rights - 
examples are ample, e.g. female citizens and ethnic minorities. The argument back then, 
as later displayed by Guizot, was that competence beyond all should be dominant at the 
political stage. Dahl argues that what was considered competent representatives in the 
19th century, repeatedly showed ignorance toward the 'general' population they were 
appointed to represent. Thus basing a democratic system of competence will necessarily 
not be sufficient, as it so far has created gaps between elector and elected, that are 
considered inescapable.  
Thus, aligned with Olsen, Dahl would agree that restricting politics only for those 
capable, the well educated, would be a severe mistake. In order for representation to 
truly represent the demos, it must necessarily include everyone who wishes to be 
included. 
 
The Elitist 
Alf Ross  
“The direct decision by popular vote is unreliable, not only because people, 
due to ignorance, inconsistency and lack of perspective, will fail to judge 
what is in their own interest, but also because the majority will let its 
opinion be determined by fatal special interests at the expense of a 
reasonable consideration of the minority.” (Ross, [1967] 1999: 220)14
Ross is bold in his advocacy for the representative government. He argues that the 
population will be better off with an elitist government. As mentioned in the theory 
chapter, Ross does not only perceive representative government as a pragmatic solution 
to the logistic challenges of participatory democracy, but rather as the preferable 
democratic system. This notion shows that Ross appreciates the capacity and skill of the 
educated elite – which stands in clear opposition to Olsen and his emphasis on 
representation in terms of educational background. 
 
                                               
14 Translated from Danish 
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“The people need leaders … For humans the desire of independence is 
equal to the trustworthy faith in the leadership by those who are smarter 
and more insightful than themselves.”  (Ross, [1967] 1999: 222)15
This quote underlines the elitist preference of Ross. His argument is that people, 
intrinsically, will let the elites rule society. The premise of his argument is that there 
exists a more educated and “insightful” elite, which is better at governing the society 
than the people itself.  
 
The opinion of Ross stands in contrast to Olsen, who emphasized the educational and 
occupational representation of the people in parliament.  
 
John Stuart Mill 
The thoughts of J.S. Mill are, like those of Ross, within the realm of representative 
government. Mill acknowledges that certain people are better than others in terms of 
political leadership. This is contradictive to the arguments of Olsen. Mill claims that: 
“There exists a group of extraordinary politically qualified, a spiritual elite 
of candidates of leadership. Democracy should not prevent them from 
unfolding.” (Ross, 1967, 221)16
Taking this quote into consideration, it is safe to say that Mill and Olsen share very few 
thoughts concerning the role of the elite in a representative government. This notion is 
emphasized in Mill’s believe in differentiated suffrage, meaning that each person in 
society would be entitled to a certain number of votes. The people with a higher 
education were entitled to more votes at elections (Heywood, 2007: 80). This is in 
opposition to the thoughts of Olsen and the notion that educational background of 
representatives ought to respond to the educational background of the people.   
 
 
Francois Guizot 
When comparing the opinions of Olsen and Guizot, it is evident that these can be seen 
as opposite poles in the aspect of representation.  
While Olsen sees it as a problem that academics are disproportionately represented in 
Danish politics, Guizot would consider 67 percent of academic MPs as dramatically 
                                               
15 Translated from Danish 
16 Translated from Danish 
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low. As earlier presented in the theory chapter, the core argument of Guizot is that 
political capacity dictates political rights – and with capacities Guizot includes property 
ownership and educational background. In relation to Olsen, we perceive these as equal 
to his dilemmas of education and occupation of representatives.  
This implies two things: 1) The people who represent others, and take decisions on their 
behalf, should know the concept of ownership and responsibility, before entering 
politics, and 2) that in order to act on behalf of the people, it is a necessity to understand 
the mechanics of society. Although not stated explicitly in the theory of Guizot, it is 
doubtful that he would be against a large proportion of DJØFs in any representative 
government, as they represent values that are essential for his understanding of politics.  
There is a significant gap in time between Olsen and Guizot, which is necessary to take 
into account. Universal suffrage was never something that was considered realistic in 
the days of Guizot (Dahl, 1989: 121-131), while suggesting universal suffrage being 
revoked in would be unheard of today.  
It is impossible to leave suffrage out of the discussion, as it confines the theory of 
Guizot rather significantly. However, in relation to Olsen, it is safe to say that they 
disagree strongly on this aspect. Among Olsen’s central arguments is that 
representatives should not only represent values and opinions, but also resemble the 
population they are elected to represent. That is to say, a farmer should be represented 
by farmers. For Guizot, if the farmer would be elected to represent the other farmers, 
only due to his position as a farmer, and not on his “political capacity”, he would 
certainly see this as a severe challenge to society and representation. Where Olsen 
would see a quality in knowing the life of the ‘common Dane’, Guizot would perceive 
the ‘resemblance argument’ as creating a fragmented political scene, dominated by no 
general will, but representatives of minorities. 
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Discussion  
Prior to the conclusion, which will answer the problem formulation, we will discuss the 
philosophical elements and limitations of the report.  
First is a discussion on the outcome of the validity of the project, then a discussion of 
the philosophical approach and finally a discussion containing ontological reflections. 
 
What is the validity of our findings? 
Lars Olsen’s dilemmas concerning representation in the Danish parliament provoked 
our interpretive project. We set out to interpret why Olsen found the discrepancy in 
educational background between members of parliament and the general public 
problematic. Our interpretive approach determined the need for comparing Olsen’s line 
of thought to former political thinkers. In order to get an interpretation as close to reality 
as possible, we would need to look at the internal and external traditions of Olsen. By 
internal and external, we differentiate between the social conditions that may have 
influenced Olsen and the more historic and hermeneutic dimension of interpretation. 
Our project has solely attempted to interpret the historical line of thought that has 
provoked and formed Olsen’s dilemmas. We are aware that our inclusion of some- and 
exclusion of other theorists has influenced our established connection between Olsen 
and earlier theorists. Our choice of theorists has been as objective as possible within the 
realm of Constructionist.  
The angling and strict determination to solely focus on the concept of representation has 
limited our interpretation of Olsen to pure theoretical foundations. If our goal had been 
to investigate both internal and external traditions we could have taken his family 
relations, income group, educational background and such into account – we could even 
have interviewed him. But our very conscious choice to focus on the theoretical 
foundation of his dilemmas has narrowed our objective to strictly focus on 
representative government’ schools of thought.  
 
Representative Government 
Alexander Bugge, Nicolai Alexander Bech Kofoed, Christian Jacobsen 
Group 11, SIB 21.2. International Social Science Basic Studies, 3rd Semester, 2011 
45 
 
In our Meta Theory chapter we argue; “Interpretivism implies we cannot properly 
understand actions except by recovering the beliefs that animate them.” (Bevir and 
Rhodes, 2006: 73)”. We believe that our historical angle of interpreting Olsen’s 
dilemmas has, to a large extent, emphasized the lines of thought that has animated them. 
 
How does the choice of Interpretation influence the result of the analysis? 
In a project, the philosophy shapes the frame in which the analysis unfolds. Therefore it 
is salient to discuss the choice of philosophy and its implications for the analysis.  
The interpretative approach has been of major importance in determining the analysis 
carried out in this project. By choosing Interpretation, the aim of the analysis has been 
to understand how Olsen perceives the Danish society. In other words, rather than 
judging the quality of his arguments, the ambition was to investigate how come his 
arguments arose and see how theorists may have shaped his mind-set. Interpretation has 
allowed us to go into a detailed theoretical chapter in order for to find theories that best 
resemble the thoughts of Olsen and thereby interpret how his line of thought was 
created. Therefore the academic ambition was another than if the aim of the project, 
through another philosophical scope, was to judge the quality of Olsen’s arguments.     
 
How has our ontology influenced the choice of theory?  
One of the key elements of our choice of philosophy, interpretation, is that the social 
scientist must seek to understand and interpret why a certain actor argues the way he or 
she does. In this process, the ontology of the social scientist is significant, as it 
inevitably will shape the analysis carried out and thereby the conclusions reached.  
To identify our own ontology is a challenge, as the group consists of three people and 
therefore three different sets of ontology. Nevertheless, certain similarities of ontology 
can be drawn and certain mutual perceptions of representative government should be 
emphasized. The latter stands as a common denominator for our approach to the project 
and does therefore determine the monocle used to examine the issue of representative 
government. 
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We acknowledge that our educational background, as students of social science, shapes 
our perception of representative government. There is a general consensus that the art of 
politics should be treated like arts of craft, meaning that proper education is a 
prerequisite for proper representatives. It cannot be ruled out that a person, who is well 
educated in social science, will constitute an incapable representative. However, it is our 
perception that it is not the education itself, as Olsen argues, that makes the 
representative incapable. Rather it qualifies the representative to represent the 
population best way possible and provides society with a minimum guarantee for the 
level of competence, when it comes to administrating the state.  
It should be noted that despite the sincerity of the above-mentioned points, we have 
sought to be as unbiased as we can throughout the analysis and the theoretical chapter 
that frames it. The objective of this project was not to judge the quality or validity of 
Olsen’s arguments, but rather to find out from where his arguments stem. In this 
process, our selection of theories has inevitably been shaped by our own personal 
ontology. We have included both elitist and anti-elitist lines of thought, regardless of 
whether the time frame was the antique, the constitutional era, or the 20th century. It is 
our opinion that the variety of theoretical approaches to the issue of representative 
government has increased the validity of the analysis and thereby the project at large.  
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Conclusion 
The aim of the following is both to have a qualitative discussion of our empirical 
findings and the anti-elitist/elitist theorist’s arguments concerning representation. In 
spite of their theories being hundreds of years separated, the general critique and 
defense has been similar. This will subsequently lead to the answer of our problem 
formulation: 
 
Which relevance do Lars Olsen’s dilemmas pose to the theories of representative 
government? 
 
According to the “The Power Report” the notion of elitism in the Danish parliament is 
diminishing. Compared to other elites in Denmark, the gap between representatives and 
represented is insignificant. The educational gap is moreover narrower in Denmark than 
in other Western democracies. However, the quantity of DJØFs compared to non-
DJØFs has increased over the last fifteen years, but there exists no correlation between 
the extended amount of DJØFs and elitist initiatives, according to Dahler-Jensen and 
Ejersbo. At last, 67 percent of the elected are living in the districts from which they are 
elected.  
 
Olsen, Dahl and the anti-federalists of constitutional thinkers all argue that the lack of 
resemblance between representatives and represented constitute a democratic problem. 
The widening gap between the two will result in a political “enslavement” of the lower 
classes, since the system is bound to misrepresent the elite and their political 
preferences. Therefore, the anti-federalists and Olsen have come to the conclusion that a 
change that balances parliament, and represent the people properly, must occur in order 
to secure a positive progress in society.  
 
Elitist theorists, dating back to ancient Athens, agreed that the election process would 
secure competent leaders. Locke emphasized the importance of the people’s consent and 
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argued that there would never be a legit government without it. Let us for the sake of the 
argument include a fictive example: If we should secure that there would be elected 
representatives from all corners of society, we would necessarily have to divide the 
ballots up into categories of candidates connected to different social spheres – would 
this be democratic? Both elitist and anti-elitist theorists would surely say no. This is a 
reason why anti-elitist theorists have failed to come up with a plausible alternative to 
present electoral processes.  
Locke would argue that the division of candidates into different categories, without the 
consent of the people, would delegitimize the foundation of government. Guizot, Mill 
and Ross would criticize such an arrangement for electing incompetents, Mill to such a 
degree that he would suggest differentiated suffrage and Guizot would limit the suffrage 
of the uneducated. Montesquieu, Rousseau and Madison would agree that the election 
of the “aristoi” would not pose a democratic problem, since they had obtained the 
peoples consent. Socrates and Plato would prefer “philosopher kings” as leaders of 
state. 
 
The empirical foundation of Olsen is heavily challenged by “The Power Report”, which 
on every point of critique either disregard or disprove his empirical foundation. The 
most important argument of “The Power Report” is that it sees no correlation between 
DJØFs and elitist decision-making. On the ground of these empirical findings, “The 
Power Report” suggests that the anti-federalist notion, of the elected circumventing the 
lower-classes, should be disregarded. Olsen’s dilemmas remain a counterbalance to 
elitist goals of achieving a distancing gap between representatives and represented. His 
dilemmas are, however, difficult to recognize as direct threads to Danish representative 
government.  
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Perspectives 
In the following chapter we will try to put the conclusion into perspective. This will 
allow us to connect the theoretical conclusions reached throughout the project to the 
development within the empirical sphere. This chapter will include a brief analysis of 
Danish as well as American politics, with a focus on anti-elitist movements that have 
recently experienced success. Lastly the Danish minister of culture, Per Stig Møller, has 
recently delivered a suggestion of how the Danish democracy could be reformed.     
 
One of the main developments of Danish politics in 2010 has been the rise of 
Fælleslisten. The party arose as a reaction to the centralization of the Danish society 
(Information, 2010). The primary focus of the debate concerned the hospitals that, in the 
Danish parliament, were decided to be centralized in fewer larger units. According to 
Fælleslisten this will inevitably widen the distance, in the peripheral parts of Denmark, 
to the nearest hospital and thus decrease the welfare for the rural areas. The line of 
argumentation carried out by Fælleslisten is to a significant extent similar to Olsen’s 
arguments. In line with Olsen Fælleslisten emphasizes that the policies, made by the 
current MPs, benefit Copenhagen and the other city areas disproportionately, compared 
to rural areas and villages (Information, 2010). Along with Olsen, the party argues that 
it is the geographical background of the MPs that determine their political focus on 
centralization (Information, 2010). Therefore Fælleslisten must represent the outskirts 
of Denmark, as the politicians in Copenhagen do not understand the challenges of the 
peripheral parts of Denmark properly (Information, 2010). 
 
A recent political factor in the United States of America is the Tea Party movement. 
Unlike Fælleslisten, it is not a political party as such, but rather a movement of 
protesters. Therefore it is less certain what the official party policy is, as there is no 
organized leader or an official party program. However, one of the main points of 
critique in the Tea Party movement is the elitist ruling of USA. For the Tea Party 
movement, it is a problem that the politicians are well educated and therefore part of the 
elite that is incapable of relating to the problems of mainstream America 
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(Weekendavisen, 2010). The Tea Party movement has enjoyed a massive success in 
addressing the abovementioned point of critique. The success of the Tea Party 
movement is evident when looking at the size of their demonstrations, rallies, and most 
importantly the success of the ‘party’ candidates at the Midterm election in November 
2010, where several Tea Party candidates, without former political achievements, were 
elected to congress. (CNN.com, web) 
 
The success of the Tea Party movement is relevant to this project, because it illustrates 
that the anti-elitist line of thought occurs in USA as well as in Denmark, at an even 
greater magnitude.   
 
The third part of this chapter concerns the Danish minister of culture, Per Stig Møller. 
Per Stig Møller has, in a newly published book titled “Samtale fremmer forståelsen”, 
provided the current debate about representative government with further fuel. Møller 
argues that the Danish parliament needs to reestablish it’s second chamber, Landstinget, 
which was abolished in 1953. According to Møller, the decisions made in the current 
Danish parliament are subject to an ever-changing public opinion, rather than rational 
political considerations. The solution to the increasing importance of the public opinion 
is a second chamber, similar to that of USA, which will slow the decision-making 
process and a make room for serious political discussions. He argues that the second 
chamber:      
“… will slow the speed of the decision-making and thus accommodate 
responsible reflections, in order to prevent decision-making in the light of 
public opinion created by the media network between newspapers, 
television, tabloid or the other way around. ” 17
 
 (Politiken, 2010) 
This quote illustrates Møller’s point quite clearly; It is the swiftness of the decisions 
made that constitute the problem. This argument is in opposition to Olsen, as Møller 
emphasizes that the irrationality of the Danish democracy is caused by the public 
opinion. Olsen would, on the other hand, claim that the MPs do not listen enough to the 
                                               
17 Translated from Danish 
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public opinion. This discrepancy is interesting due to the fact that the two books, 
focusing on the democracy of the same small country, reach so distinct conclusions, 
despite their similar year of publication.  
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